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Publ ic  Hearing  on 
DONALD  McKAY  HOUSE 
Tuesday,  January  25,  1977  -  4:30  P.M. 


PRESENT 


Commissioners:  Pauline  Chase  Harrell  ,  Chairperson 
Libby  Blank 
Lawrence  A.  Bianchi 
Thomas  J.  Hynes,  Jr. 
Luix  Overbea 
Martha  Rothman 
Henry  A.  Wood 


Alternates: 


Virginia  Aldrich 
Romas  Brickus 
John  F.  Cooke 
Susan  B.  Davis 
Roger  P.  Lang 
Margaret  S.  Smith 
Carl  Zellner 


ABSENT 

Commissioners:  Morgan  D.  Wheelock,  Jr. 


Alternates: 


James  Rivers  Adams 
Joan  Goody 


PRESENT 
Staff: 


Marcia  L.  Myers,  Executive  Director,  Boston 
Landmarks  Commission 

Richard  Hynes,  Assistant  Corporation  Counsel 
City  Law  Department 


CHAIRPERSON  PAULINE  HARRELL  opened  this  hearing  at  5:07  p.m.  (imme- 
diately after  closing  the  hearing  on  the  Armory  of  the  First  Corps  of 
Cadets). 


CHAIR:  Would  the  Executive  Director  please  read  the  NOTICE  OF 

PUBLIC  HEARING. 

MS.  MYERS:   "The  Boston  Landmarks  Commission  will  hold  a  public 
hearing  on  January  25,  1977,  concerning  the  designa- 
tion of  the  Donald  McKay  House,  78-80  White  Street, 
East  Boston,  as  a  Landmark  according  to  the  provi- 
sions of  Chapter  772  of  the  Acts  of  1975.  The  hear- 
ing will  be  held  in  Room  921  at  Boston  City  Hall  at 
4:30  p.m.  A  report  on  the  proposed  designation  is 
available  at  the  offices  of  the  Commission,  Room  953 
at  Boston  City  Hall . 

Marcia  L.  Myers 
Executive  Director" 

CHAIR:  Thank  you. 

The  purpose  of  this  hearing  is  to  present  the  findings  of  the  Study 
Report,  to  hear  testimony  from  interested  individuals,  and  to  help  us 
obtain  information  that  will  help  us  make  a  decision. 

Marcia,  would  you  read  the  findings  of  the  STUDY  REPORT. 

MS.  MYERS:   I  will  refrain  from  reading  the  definition  of  "Land- 
mark" and  the  criteria  for  designation. 

(Note:  The  definition  and  criteria,  from  Chapter  772  of  the  Acts 

of  1975,  had  been  read  shortly  before,  at  the  hearing  on  the  Armory; 

although  not  reread  in  this  hearing,  they  are  reproduced  below  for 

reference: 

"'Landmark",  any  physical  feature  or  improvement  designated 
by  the  commission  in  accordance  with  section  four  as  a  physical 
feature  or  improvement  which  in  whole  or  part  has  historical, 
social,  cultural,  architectural  or  aesthetic  significance  to  the 
city  and  the  commonwealth,  the  New  England  region  or  the  nation." 
-  from  Section  2,  Chapter  2,  Acts  of  1975 

"The  commission  may  designate  any  improvement  or  physical 
feature  as  a  landmark,  and  may  designate  any  area  in  the  city  as 
a  landmark  district,  or  architectural  conservation  district  and 
may  amend  any  such  designation  as  herein  provided  upon  a  finding 
by  the  commission  that  the  designation  or  amendment  meets  any  of 
the  following  criteria:  -  (a)  inclusion  in  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  as  provided  in  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act  of  1956-,  (b)  structures,  sites,  objects,  man-made  or  natural. 
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at  which  events  occurred  that  have  made  an  outstanding  contribu- 
tion to,  and  are  identified  prominently  with,  or  best  represent 
some  important  aspect  of  the  cultural,  political,  economic,  mili- 
tary, or  social  history  of  the  city,  the  commonwealth,  the  New 
England  region,  or  the  nation;  (c)  structures,  sites,  objects, 
man-made  or  natural,  associates  significantly  with  the  lives  of 
outstanding  historic  personages;  (d)  structures,  sites,  objects, 
man-made  or  natural  ,  representative  of  elements  of  architectural 
or  landscape  design  or  craftsmanship  which  embody  distinctive 
characteristics  of  a  type  inherently  valuable  for  study  of  a 
period,  style  or  method  of  construction  or  development,  or  a 
notable  work  of  an  architect,  landscape  architect,  designer, 
or  builder  whose  work  influenced  the  development  of  the  city, 
the  commonwealth,  the  New  England  region,  or  the  nation." 

-  from  Section  4,  Chapter  2,  Acts  of  1975] 


MS.  MYERS:  From  the  STUDY  REPORT  on  the  Donald  McKay  House: 

The  address  of  the  property  is  78-80  White  Street,  East  Boston. 

"The  significance  of  the  house  .  .  .  lies  primarily  in  its  asso- 
ciation with  Donald  McKay,  a  nineteenth  century  shipbuilder  who 
was  a  major  influence  on  the  development  of  international  mari- 
time design  and  engineering.  McKay  was  also  the  dominant  person- 
ality contributing  to  the  growth  of  East  Boston  and  was  a  major 
factor  in  the  economic  prosperity  of  the  city  as  a  whole. 

"McKay  .  .  .  moved  to  East  Boston  in  1843.  .  .  .  Through  the  aus- 
pices of  Enoch  Train,  McKay  opened  his  own  shipyard  on  Border 
Street.  .  .  . 

"Throughout  the  1850's  and  into  the  1860's  .  .  .  McKay  produced 
some  of  the  largest,  fastest  and  most  beautiful  sailing  ships  in 
the  world.  ..." 

Thirty  clipper  ships  in  all  were  designed  and  built  by  McKay  in 
the  East  Boston  shipyard,  the  most  notable  being 

"the  'Flying  Cloud',  built  in  1851,  which  was  and  is  internation- 
ally famous  for  making  the  passage  from  New  York  to  San  Francisco ; 
around  the  tip  of  South  America,  in  only  89  days.  In  making  this 
trip,  she  is  reported  to  have  attained  the  fastest  rate  of  speed 
ever  logged  -  a  record  which  stood  for  23  years.  .  .  . 

"McKay  built  his  own  house  in  1844  ...  and  lived  there  with  his 
family  until  1877.  During  (those)  years  .  .  .  McKay  entertained 
many  famous  citizens,  including  Admiral  Farragut,  Daniel  Webster, 
and  Henry  Wadsworth  Longfellow.  .  .  . 

"Donald  McKay's  house  is  a  good  example  of  vernacular  architec- 
ture in  the  Greek  Revival  style.  .  .  . 


-4- 


"The  Donald  McKay  House  clearly  meets  the  criteria  for  Landmark 
designation  established  by  Section  4  of  Chapter  772  of  the  Acts 
of  1975  in  that  it  is  a  structure  which  is  associated  signifi- 
cantly with  the  life  of  an  outstanding  historic  personage.  It 
also  fulfills  the  definition  of  'Landmark'  in  being  an  improve- 
ment which  has  historical  significance  to  the  city,  the 
Commonwealth,  the  region  or  the  nation  -  in  this  case,  both  the 
region  and  the  nation.  .  .  . 

"The  staff  of  the  Boston  Landmarks  Commission  recommends  that 
the  Donald  McKay  House  be  designated  as  a  Landmark  under  Chapter 
772  of  the  Acts  of  1975,  that  the  property  be  nominated  to  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  and  that  a  study  committee 
be  formed  to  investigage  the  appropriateness  of  designating  a 
contiguous  area  as  an  Architectural  Conservation  District  or 
Protection  Area. " 

The  boundaries  are  as  designated  in  the  report,  as  are  the  recommended 
standards  and  criteria  for  reviewing  any  proposed  changes  in  the  build- 
ing subsequent  to  designation. 

CHAIR:  Thank  you. 

(Note:  The  order  of  testimony  and  other  rules  for  the  conduct  of 

the  hearing,  having  been  stated  at  the  immediately  preceding  hearing  on 

the  Armory,  were  not  repeated  in  this  hearing,  but  are  copied  below  for 

reference: 

First,  statements  by  elected  officials  and  executive  directors  of 
those  agencies  having  review  responsibil ites  as  provided  in  the 
enabling  statute;  then  statements  and  presentation  of  evidence  in 
support  of  the  proposed  designation;  then  statements  and  presenta- 
tion of  evidence  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  designation;  and 
then  rebuttal  if  any.  Within  the  categories  of  presentation  of 
material  in  support  and  opposition  to  the  proposed  designation, 
the  following  order  is  followed: 

First  -  those  individuals  directly  involved  with  the  property 
under  consideration  -  that  is,  owners,  managing  agents, 
tenants,  users ,  etc. ; 

second  -  owners  from  abutting  and  nearby  areas; 

third  -  residents  from  abutting  and  nearby  areas; 

fourth  -  representatives  from  interest  groups,  local  organizations, 
and  publ ic  agencies  ; 

fifth  -  qualified  individuals  offering  professional  opinion  or 
expert  testimony;  and 

sixth  -  the  general  public. 
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Normally  we  ask  that  you  limit  your  speaking  to  five  minutes.  We 
ask  that  you  come  up  and  identify  yourself  at  the  beginning  of 
your  statement  for  the  transcript.  And  we  also  remind  you  that 
if  you  have  more  to  say  than  you  can  say  in  five  minutes,  you  have 
three  days  from  the  date  of  this  hearing  to  get  to  us  a  written 
statement  of  your  feelings.) 


CHAIR:  Is  anyone  in  this  matter  being  represented  by  counsel? 

MR.  MICHAEL  A.  LAURANO:  Yes.  Michael  A.  Laurano.  My  office 
ddress  is  71  Meridian  Street,  East  Boston.  I  represent  the  owners, 
r.  and  Mrs.  Ralph  P.  Vertuccio. 


CHAIR:  Are  there  elected  officials  or  executive  directors  of 
eviewing  agencies  who  wish  to  speak? 

MS.  MYERS:  There  is  a  letter,  which  was  read  previously,  from 
DBERT  WALSH,  Director  of  the  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY,  pertain- 
ng  to  this  property  and  recommending  designation, 
rhe  letter,  as  read  at  the  hearing  on  the  Armory,  is  reproduced  below. 

Dear  Ms.  Harrell : 

Thank  you  for  transmitting  to  me  the  study  reports  of  the 
Commission  concerning  the  proposed  Landmark  designations  for 
the  Donald  McKay  House  in  East  Boston  and  the  Armory  of  the 
First  Corps  of  Cadets  in  Downtown  Boston. 

In  my  opinion,  these  are  excellent  examples  of  structures 
which  should  be  recognized  and  protected  by  being  designated 
as  historic  Landmarks  by  the  Commission. 

I  recommend,  pending  the  outcome  of  the  public  hearings 
scheduled  for  January  25,  that  the  Landmarks  Commission 
consider  seriously  voting  formal  Landmark  designation  for 
the  McKay  House  and  the  Armory. 

In  addition,  I  recommend  that  the  Commission  actively  parti- 
cipate with  the  City  and  the  BRA  in  developing  longterm 
reuse  proposals  for  the  Armory  which  are  financially  viable 
and  consistent  with  City  objectives. 

Sincerely, 
(signed) 

Robert  F.  Walsh 
Director) 


We  also  have  a  letter  from  ELIZABETH  REED  AMADON,  Executive 
Director  of  the  MASSACHUSETTS  HISTORICAL  COMMISSION.  I  think  I  will 
summarize  and  say  that  essentially  it  repeats  many  of  the  items  that 
have  already  been  cited  from  the  Report  and  recommends  that  the  Boston 
Landmarks  Commission  designate  the  Donald  McKay  House  as  a  Landmark. 

CHAIR:  Any  further  people  in  this  category?     (no  response) 

Then  the  next  category  is  owner  of  the  building  who  wishes  to 
speak  in  favor  of  the  designation,  or  representatives  of  the  owner. 
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(Representative  of  Owners) 

MR.  RALPH  P.  VERTUCCIO,  JR.: 

I'm  representing  my  mom  and  dad.  I  am  Ralph  P.  Vertuccio,  Jr., 
and  my  sister  is  here,  Mrs.  Stephen  T.  Fariole.  We  are  residents  of 
the  home,  and  we  don't  know  quite  what  we  are  going  to  do  yet  or  why 
we  are  here.  We  are  very,   very   delighted  and  honored  to  be  considered, 
and  we  will  just  sit  and  listen  for  a  few  minutes  longer. 

CHAIR:  Anyone  else  for  the  owner  who  wishes  to  speak?  (no  response] 

Then,  property  owners  of  abutting  or  nearby  properties  wishing  to 
speak  in  favor  of  the  designation?    (no  response) 

Residents  of  abutting  or  nearby  properties  in  favor  of  the  desig- 
nation?   (no  response) 

Representatives  of  local  interest  groups  or  other  organizations 
wishing  to  speak  in  favor  of  the  designation? 


(Interest  Groups,  Local  Organizations:  City  Conservation  League) 

MS.  ANN  BEHA: 

Ann  Beha,  CITY  CONSERVATION  LEAGUE.  The  City  Conservation  League 
Board  of  Directors  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  review  the  Donald 
McKay  House,  but  I  feel  that  under  our  present  policy,  it  is  within 
the  Board's  -  certainly  within  their  policies  -  to  endorse  the  Donald 
McKay  House  for  Landmark  designation,  and  I  am  particularly  pleased  to 
see  something  that  is  an  example  of  the  city's  history  and  also  of  its 
architecture  being  designated,  and  particularly  something  that  falls 
in  the  category  of  now  growing  panache  -  the  vernacular  style. 

CHAIR:  Thank  you. 

Any  other  interest  groups  wishing  to  speak?    (no  response) 

Individuals  wishing  to  present  expert  testimony,  professional 
opinion?    (no  response) 

General  public  -  in  favor  of  the  designation?    (no  response) 

Is  there  anyone  who  wishes  to  speak  in  opposition  to  the  designa- 
tion of  the  Donald  McKay  House?    (no  response) 

Does  anyone  wish  to  be  recorded  one  way  or  the  other,  who  does  not 
wish  to  speak? 
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(Representative  of  Owners) 

MR.  MICHAEL  A.  LAURANO 

(attorney  representing  MR.  and  MRS.  RALPH  P.  VERTUCCIO): 

You're  not  quite  ready  to  close  the  hearing,  I  hope. 

We  feel  caught  somewhere  betwixt  and  between.  In  addition  to  being 
the  personal  attorney  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Vertuccio  and  their  family,  I  am 
President  of  the  East  Boston  Historical  Society  and  have  been  for  ten 
years.  Ralph  Vertuccio,  Jr.,  is  a  Director  of  the  East  Boston  Histori- 
cal Society  and  has  been  for  many  years.   In  fact,  the  East  Boston 
Historical  Society  was  born  in  a  parlor  of  the  Donald  McKay  House  ten 
years  ago.  So  we  are  very   familiar  with  the  history  of  the  building; 
we  have  made  ourselves  so;  we  know  the  building  very   well.  Many  holi- 
days I  have  induced  Ralph  to  let  me  go  down  the  cellar  and  crawl  around 
to  look  at  the  foundation  and  see  what  else  we  might  determine. 

The  Vertuccios  love  the  Donald  McKay  House;  I  love  the  Donald 
McKay  House;  and  we  love  the  memory  of  Donald  McKay.  We  are  very  proud 
that  we  have  such  a  treasure  in  our  midst.  It  is  the  last  remnant  of 
Donald  McKay.  Of  all  of  the  ships  that  he  built,  nothing  remains;  only 
his  home,  which  is  in  itself  a  testimony  to  the  man's  integrity  as  a 
builder.  If  one  travels  up  to  Eagle  Hill,  which  is  named  after  the 
house  -  that  was  the  original  name  McKay  gave  to  his  home,  and  the 
entire  surrounding  area  has  been  named  after  it  -  one  will  still  see  it, 
straight  and  strong,  facing  the  wind  as  it  did  in  1844.  So  notice  that 
the  building  is  being  considered  as  a  Landmark  as  an  honor  comes  to  us 
as  a  pleasure. 

As  an  attorney,  I  wonder;  I  am  more  cautious;  I  am  not  quite  ready 
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to  jump  into  it.  The  Vertuccios  are  not  people  of  great  means.  Mr. 
Vertuccio  is  in  his  late  50's;  he  is  a  working  man.  Mrs.  Vertuccio  is 
at  home.  The  building  at  present  is  occupied  by  four  families.  They 
don't  contemplate  changing  the  exterior  of  the  house,  certainly.  They 
don't  contemplate  even  changing  the  interior  a  great  deal.  They  might 
at  some  point  find  it  necessary  to  install  a  new  bathroom  or  a  new  kit- 
chen in  order  that  they  might  have  tenants  so  that  they  can  continue  to 
pay  the  taxes  on  the  property.  We  don't  know  quite  what  Chapter  722 
means  in  that  connection.  I  am  a  little  bit  afraid,  and  I  have  told 
them  to  be  a  little  bit  afraid,  that  if  the  building  is  designated  as  a 
national  Landmark,  which  historically  it  certainly  ought  to  be,  it 
might  impose  some  sort  of  a  financial  burden  on  them  as  present  owners 
that  they  are  not  able  to  meet.  We  would  like  your  guidance  and  your 
assistance  in  making  a  determination  in  those  regards.   I  called  the 
Federal  government  -  the  National  Park  Service  -  and  asked  what  this 
means,  when  a  building  is  designated  as  a  Landmark  in  the  National 
Register,  and  I  was  told  that  it  is  simply  an  honorary  thing,  that  it 
imposes  no  responsibilities  or  burdens.  Listening  to  the  speaker 
before,  though  -  in  connection  with  the  Armory  -  my  fears  come  back  to 
me. 

So  that  is  where  we  stand.   We,  I  think,  are  in  the  position  of 
being  able  to  say  that  no  one  could  stand  accused  of  more  loving  the 
building  or  more  recognizing  its  worth  and  its  value  to  the  nation  and 
to  the  state  and  to  the  city  as  a  Landmark.  However,  we  also  want  to 
reserve  judgment  on  the  question  of  whether  or  not  we  are  financially 
able  to  afford  this  honor.  We  don't  know;  we  would  appreciate  your 
guidance  and  enlightenment  in  that  connection. 
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CHAIR:   I  think  certainly  you  can  count  on  the  fact  that  we  will 
be  ready  to  help  you  with  any  questions  you  have. 

MR.  WOOD:  The  designation  has  nothing  to  do  with  any  changes  on 
the  interior  of  the  building  -  only  changes  on  the  exterior  -  so  bath- 
rooms can  be  added.  There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  inside. 

MR.  LAURANO:   I  see.  Does  the  statute  so  specifically  provide? 

MR.  WOOD:   It's  I  think  -  the  guidelines  only  speak  of  the  exte- 
rior of  the  building;  it  is  not  designated  for  interior  portions. 

MR.  LAURANO:  Oh  -  I  understand  -  the  designation  would  only  apply 
to  the  exterior  portions. 

MR.  WOOD:  Right,  exactly  -  it's  only  the  exterior.  Also,  to  clear 
up  a  little,  the  Landmark  designation  we  are  talking  about  today  is  a 
City  of  Boston  designation  -  City  of  Boston  Landmarks  Commission  -  not 
the  Federal . 

MR.  LAURANO:  Not  the  Federal. 

MS.  HARRELL  or  MS.  MYERS:  Although  the  Study  Report  does  recommend 
that  as  another  step. 

MR.  WOOD:  Yes  -  it  would  be  the  next  step. 

MS.  BLANK:  Have  you  reviewed  the  specific  Standards  and  Criteria 
in  the  Report? 

MR.  LAURANO:   I  have  not  had  that  opportunity,  I  would  like  to. 

MS.  BLANK:  Then  I  would  like  to  suggest  that  you  do  so.   I  would 
also  suggest  that  perhaps  Mr.  Laurano  would  like  to  meet  with  our  staff 
tomorrow  morning  and  go  over  the  Standards  and  Criteria  and  the  meaning 
of  the  designation,  and  then  there  would  be  still  time  to  present  a 
written  statement  of  your  position. 

MR.  WOOD:   I  would  like  to  expand  a  little  on  the  Criteria  here. 
This  building  is  primarily  designated  for  a  historical  association 
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rather  than  any  overriding  architectural  merit.  The  restrictions  we 
would  put  on  it  are  probably  much  less  than  they  would  be  on  a  desig- 
nation primarily  for  architectural  reasons.  You  should  read  through 
them,  but  I  don't  think  you  will  find  that  these  are  a  terribly 
restrictive  set  of  standards. 

MR.  LAURANO:  May  I  obtain  a  copy  of  the  Standards  before  we 
leave  now? 

MR.  WOOD:  They  are  part  of  the  Report  -  the  last  few  pages  of 
the  Report. 

MR.  LAURANO:  Would  you  care  to  ask  any  questions  about  the 
building?  I  don't  know  as  I  could  answer  them. 

MR.  WOOD:   I  was  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  to  go  in  it  last 
Sunday.  I  was  very   happy  with  it.  I  have  no  further  questions  on  it. 

MR.  LAURANO:   In  the  time  that  they  have  had  it,  they  have  taken 
very   good  care  of  it,  and  they  have  not  destroyed  anything  that  was 
there  when  they  acquired  it.  Prior  to  their  taking  over,  a  great  deal 
of  damage  had  been  done  to  it  here  and  there,  but  it  still  is  recog- 
nizable as  Donald  McKay's  home. 

CHAIR:  Very  good. 

MR.  LAURANO:  Good  evening.  Thank  you. 

CHAIR:  Is  there  anyone  who  wishes  to  speak  further  on  the  Donald 
McKay  House?    (no  response) 

O.K.  Then  that  hearing  is  adjourned,  and  we  will  recess  our 
meeting  for  about  five  minutes. 

(5:24  p.m.) 


Respectfully  submitted. 
Marguerite  Hildebrand 
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